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1 Introduction

Stark and Budzinski (2023) OB ORFET VAR T H.

2 The model

1LADBE L ANDTF S5 2T N EBZD. BUIT~OFIMIZR D, FITBHA~OFIMNR S 5 EKET
5.0 80, FB1HICEE, B2HIC5HET 5. i, F1HCOFEHEZREIL, F28ic@m<. BuIE 1Mot
BB Z ENTE D, child labor DEEf]Z 0 < h <1 &9 5. I, child labor DEEF A E VI EFHA~DF]
OS2 2 LARET D, BAOFMRAREVIEE, FITH 2 WITHA~DF SR s, ZH07T. D% 0, BR
child labor MIFfE] h 20T &8 1 WIOFHFTENHE X 5 L W O RN AE L 528, 3 2 WIS TS BHE s, D38
HENIARFENEL D, BlE, TOKIS%#HiHIAA T child labor O h ik 5. B, Bz —4—,
FHET7 AT =T HRRFERES—AIBT A a2 v TN~ BfiEe L TERSND.

BLOH B %,

u’ =Ine + plney (1)

LT D e IXFENEN, F1HOWHE, F2HMoOWLEET.

BOE 1H, 2o rRAKRT,

We +weh =c1 + 8 (2)
S+ Sc=c2 (3)

THABND. wo [ FHOEEREZRT. BT 1 BALO T 2 #4635 72 OB O S BITFE w, THD. w13 child
labor D E&E4&F %% L, h X child labor OFFf AT (2) ROAIE 1 MIOFHITHEEZEL WD, s 13T
ERT. FrEzEn llET 5L, H22HMOBEERFGLs THDH. s 135 2 MCZITWD 06 OFfsBiE %
FT. 0<p< 1 FRMEBIERTHD. BULT~OFR2NDOT, AEOHEHANRKE 725 L 912 child
labor DI h L HTE s kD 5.
F OB %,
u® =Ind + (1 —h)Ins, (4)

L5 diE, B2HOTOEELERT. FIIBA~ORMRHLT20D, BA~OBIE s, WO EHL. BA~OF|
DAY =4 MI(1—h) THDH. DEIEHNESND EBA~OFIMLI/NS SR EZEKRL TV,
T 0% 2 Mo THEEHHRIL,
we, =d+ S (5)
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THZLND., ElD w, 1%, FREALIZEEOEEETHD. IAROFEL, PEHOHEH (b2 WVITEHF)
LIFEBERTHD LIEL TS,

UERETILVOREDIZFEFTRTTHD. KIICTORIEAM L. child labor OBERE A IZE L THA~DORIR
st = so(h) WEDID. KICHOBER M. HWHIZHT 5 child labor h* 2B BNS. h* 1TH & FORENT
(W, we) \ZHRIET B

2.1 FOfH=E

(5) k& (4) RITFRAT 2 &, FORBIRKO X5 1CERMLENS.

max u® = In(w, — s¢) + (1 — k) In's,
3 ARE S =N
1—h
Ths.

1

Ss Wq — Ss

(6)
(6) ROLEDITHA~DOBEE s, ORRMLEEZFR L, ADTRAEMERS. RIELET s, (CBILTHTRY, R
REMEL s (B L TH LN Y 22DT, filife se T2 1 OFET 5. (6) W< &, FORISBEENEbNS.

1
S. = Sc(h) = Wq (1 - m) (7)
(1) RED, 5.(0) = wa/2, sc(1) =0, sh(h) < 0 WEBND. BHARERBEZ SERNE X, TIEHEHHOFIE
wo D¥EBNRBET D, L TOHFTRTTHDS. BNRTVZ A L TRETS

WEFAERND L&, FIEBlIC LT
1TAbBEELA2V. HEMIITEAE R0 Liven), ZOREIZEICH S, (7) 2, child labor DREfE A
P Z AL o TSRO A~DBEE s, DA Z L EBWRL TV,

2.2 HOME

BUL, PEEK (2), ) XB XY, TOE (7) XEBE L 2D, I7% s & child labor h kD 5. BB
ko kX oicEXfbans.

max UP =

s, h
EEL, st () RTHZ BN,

In(wg + weh — ) + pln(s + s%)
s & hIZBT 2 mEfbRFIIZznTh,

P 1
s+8%  wg+wh—s
W p

Wq
Wq + weh — 8

s+s:  (2—h)?

ThHD.

(8)

(9)
(8) ADLEIDITATE s DIRFMEL 2R L, AIFRAEMEZFRT. (9) R0 child labor h DIRFUEL 2 3
L. AIOERFEMREZEST. WFROZEEE RVERTHED L, RAERITENT 50T, ok —8I0E
£5.
(8), (9) X&M< &, K72 child labor 23k HiD.

y ) B 1
We o if

9 _
= {
0
BOESRE w, Do REVWEE (w, > 4w,)

IN

Wq

L <4
4

g

a

Y

g

(10)

, WEFEIIT o272 5. child labor D& 4R PFARTHIIZ K &

W E (w, <4w,) , BliT2@5E 5. child labor 1%, BlOEER w, DAL TH Y, child labor DE4
2w, DK TH 5.



2.3 child labor DE&

A E T, B T OEEN (wa, we) BEZ DN S & TOFFNOERRIEL 4T L7, BRI, formal
sector D'E4 K w, & informal sector T? child labor D& 4R w, I TILRWEA 9. KEITIE, 22204
BOMORR, we = w.(w,) ZIE L THHTT 5.

(10) KFOEE&RDIE f(w,) EERTH.

Wq
f(wa) - c(wa)
Wy fﬁﬁﬁj\‘j—é k 5
/ _ We — Wa Ell:ﬁc
fH(wa) (we)?

BRSNS, LEERoT,
1 11)

RO SLD. ZZ7TC, gy = (wo/we)(dwe/dw,) 1%, BlOEAER

W% LR 20 RTHEAOMEEZERT .
(10), (11) K&V, ROMEIELND.

o DN 1% EH U7- L& %, child labor D& 4&EMN

ML e, >1DLE, w, WREL 2B L child labor h* B2 5. €, <1 DEEIL, w, MKREL 725 & child
labor h* D385 .

formal sector D EAZRN EHF 2% & %, child labor 238 x 2 2365 201%, #1E e, DRE SITEKFT 5.
IMER 1T IV b REVWEE, BEE w, /we. METT 5. child labor DX &4 AT 5728, BUITZ2@0t
XoELd5. AN T LY /S E XTI, child labor OFXFEENMME T T 5729, child labor I35 5.

formal sector & informal sector 7> 5725 ZEH5Hi % 4 A— L L 5. formal sector DT 2, &
&N NS &, child labor O TMEA IR F 95 72 child labor 23 %. 7272 L, informal sector (2
B1F 5 child labor MFEZ)S, formal sector DEREIZEAVIZIRWVEE A Z 1T A-4120%, EHENIZ, H D W
\Z, child labor 23 X 5 ATREMEN N & 5. Kruger (2007) 1%, 77V NOF7—# % HWT, WD a—b —FFHED
BMAE AN O child labor 1252 2 EE T LTS, a—b—t W)l offits FAE, BE#E0CE, =—
bt —PEZ O formal sector D &A% 51 & EIF 5 Z & T child labor 235 T8 2 F->. #1757, EPO child labor
DAEFEMER @WK T, child labor OFFEZ TR L F-D. FEFRIC child labor 2388 X 5 D DNE 5 D),
MO BetEE (E7 VTl we = we(w,)) W HEFT .

Figure 1%, child labor DE&RN—ETH D & XD, formal sector DE4AFK & child labor DR % KR L
bDThHD (w,=0.8) . WHEOEIZERZROT, E&FEMN EHT 5L, child labor IZHFHITHA L, & H1H
Bz LHEERIIRD.

Figure 2 (%, fREARBIRN we = exp(¥e=2) ZUE L1z & & DEAFE L child labor DRREF LT\ 5. B
TMEIE ey =we /3 E72DDT, we <3DEZITHTNY, w, >3DEXITEENVITRD. ZOfITIE, KT
BOESHIE CITEESRN A3 % & child labor 1338523, @ETEOETITESEFO EF 2 child labor Z 19
ZEERBLTND, BRITERZ S H DD, Basu et al. (2010) O#EE T 2 & child labor DD IERRTE DB
f% (wealth paradox) ZFiHi95Z LN TE 5.




Figure 1. Child labor (w. = 0.8)
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Figure 2. Child labor (w, = exp(%-2))
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3 Conclusions

Stark and Budzinski (2023) D€ TV EFT Lz, BETHANAE (LI NTWD UMMER O F B 2R OB
~OFMORE ZNTHET L) L0 RICFEDR B 5. RFFTIE, FRTEETHRC ERET D2 ENZVR,
WAWATfRERZ 8 L CAF IR E LD L0 ) B 2T —RIICITZIT AN O D TIERW N E /LS.

VUTNIRETNNIRDT, W ONPRBORMR S L. F 11, MEMORERTEZBZE L TILE 9 H. child
labor [N FHBEHECT E VI X U v MRS D, BEREZE O T2 & TR A Lz & X OFifEn
TRBEENHIT AV "BRHDIFTTHD. FHEEHF LWV ) RRINEET AL L2 AR ANRLTNE S I
Bo. H212, BlofmzEEA L WD SRFET 5. BOFMLLERFOSHEICIE, ORI CRFIEAIC
B3 5728, child labor 6% 9 &3 5008 L. 8318, EE&EOBMERN w, = w.(w,) OBLFEN)Z
YPHERFET OND. EHRICKESEETLIOT, EFTNARAIXRTHSH. 29 LI RITIESROBIGREE TH 5.
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